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!• "Dominant" and ""Transient" 
Living Conditions in Urban and Rural Places 

The concern of this paper is investigation of rural 
inhabitants' opinions of urban and rural life styles ori 
more precisely, of those components which constitute the 
"background" of human life activity, i«e« of socioeconomic 
living conditions in rural and urban places. 

Human life activity, in its main maniifestations , is the 
same ^or rural and urban dwellers: in both contexts people 
work, study, consume goods and services, raise children, 
satisfy their spiritual needs and the like. Each sphere of 
life activity has the corresponding conditions. In this 
respect, the set of objective living conditions is, to a 
certain degree, universal and independent of place. But 
with regard to quality, character, specificity of particular 
kinds of human life activity manifestation, it is very 
important to know in what context bhey are realized, in 
city or country. 

We have selected common conditions of human life activi- 
ty and then specified them with reference to urban and aniral 
settings (Table 1). 

The specific urban and rural conditions play different 
role in determining urban and rural styles of life. Accord- 
ing to this, all the above conditions can be divided, with 
a certain degree of conventiona3J.ty , into two groups (Table 

The first group is made by such living conditions which 
are sp«jcific, unique and stable features of urban or rural 
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lifo# Wo have tormod them oa aominant oonditions in city 
and country. On the aocoimt of them being dominant in city 
and country, respootively, they are Polor, negative to each 
other so that if condition A is peculiar to city, then to 
country (~A) is peculiar. The whole history of the existence 
of iniral and urban types of places testifies that with 
regard to these conditions there always has existed q qua- 
litative distincti:5n between these styles of life. 

The second group is made by*oonditiono of the same 
nature but differing either in level , or intensity, or, 
else, decree of development. Unlike the former group, they 
are not negative, not polar, they cannot change into their 
oppositea, but can Qsoume different values ranging from 
"0 and over". This group of conditions includes, above an, 
those benefits of scientific-technological change which 
historically, on the strength of specific functioning of 
the city, stand out primarily as the property of city and 
only after some lapse of time they become a feature of 
rural tenor of life, "Not only implements but other new 
productive forces also, including knowledge at different 
science levels, i.e, everything new which changes the basis 
all this appeared as the creation of cities" (Sokolov, 
1970: 184), 

Apart from this, over many centuries city has exploited 
country without compensating or only little compensating 
those physical assets which weare coming to city from coun- 
try. As a result, technological, economic, cultural urbani- 
zation, i,e, nearly all types of urbanisation have been 
carried out in city at much higher rates than in country. 

Living conditions of the latter gix>up are not stable 
components of rural and urban styles of life; they can 
change, be transmitted, penetrate from country to city, 
from city to country. We have termed them transient con- 
ditions of urban and rural life. 

Pig. 1 shows the relationship betT??tien the living con- 
ditions of the both gi^oups. The Joint part of circles are 
the conditions of the second group, i.e, transient ones; 
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Pig. 1 



non-overlapping areaa of the circlea are dominant conditiona, 

2. The Plypothesia of the 
Study and Methoda of Inveatigation 

The above approach to living conditiono as dominant and 
transient feature of life atyle allowed ua to atate and 
teat the follovrlng aaaumption: the attitude of rural inha- 
bitanta toward urban and rural conditions ia characterized, 
on the one hand, by considerable preponderance of positive 
evaluationa of dominant rural conditions and tranaient 
urban conditlona; and, on the other, by considerable prepon- 
derance of negative evaluations of dominant urban and tran- 
sient rural conditions in the countryside. In other words, 
for rural population consisting of people whose best part 
of life was spent in rural places , ^t*ractlvo is not the 
urban way of life as such but those urban features which, 
according to their nature, cannot be viewed as part and 
parcel of the urban style alone; they are possible and 
necessary in the countryside also but are a monopoly of ur- 
ban places due to higher rates of technological, economic 
and cultu3^1 urbanization in city than in country* At the 
same time people are attracted by those features which are 
integral part of rural life style. 

This paper has been baaed on empirical data collected 
in the questionnaire survey of the rural population of the 
KovosibirBk province conducted at the Sector for Rural and 
Urban Social Pi^oblems (Institute . of EcononicB and Industrial . 

7 ' * . 
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Englnaarlng, Siberian Branch of the U«S«SfR* Aoadeoy of 
Solonoee) In 1972« 

W« have afialyaed the repllos t** four open-ended queetlons: 

"What do you like in rural life?" 

"What do you dislike in rural life?" 

"What do you like in urban life?" 

"What do you diolike in urban life?" 
Theee iteroa aeon) to be the moat informative from the perapeo- 
tive of the etated taak, since they invite the reepondent to 
evaluate oertain urban and rural oonditiona in tema of 
"like - dielike" whioh were later interpreted sreapeotively 
as negative or poaitive attitude of rural inhabitants 
toward particular living oonditioue* 

The replies to these questions oan be olaesified into 
two types s firat, replies pointing out to specific living 
conditions with their evaluations and, second, the replies 
characterising rather the respondents themselves than the 
object of their evaluation (neutral attitude, ncn-^iacrl- 
mlnating evaluation, positive or negative attitude toward 
rural or urban as a whole, non-awareness in case of evalua- 
ting urban oonditions and the like)* The percentages of 
replied containing indications to epecific living conditions 
in the total number of replies were as follows s of the 
total (118*3^) replies to the item about positive rural 
features, B5•^%i of the total (141*0^) about negative rural 
featurea, 78.155; of the total (141.356) about poaitive urban 
features, 108.1%; and of the total (117«75() about negatxve 
urban features, 76.05C* According to the purpose of cur 
analysis, we have selected only the replies of the first 
type. 

The next step in testing cur hypothesis was identifica- 
tion of these replies with the pre-disceraed (Table 2) 
dominant and transient rural and urban' oonditiona. Thla 
procedure made it possible to compare poaitive and negative 
attitudee of rural inhabitants toward these urban and rural 
conditions. 

The information arranged in this manner ia presented on 
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•ovfxmX tables In whioh the rolatlonohlp between poaitlve 
and negative attltudea toward dominant and trcMuilent urban 
and^ r^^ la seen* 

3* The Attltudea ot Rural DweUere 
toward Rural Life Oondltlone 

Now ponalder the Table oharaoterlalng the relationship 
between positive and negative attitudes toward dominant 
rural features (Table 3}* 

Table 3 

Attitudes of rural dwellers toward 
dominant rural features (%) 







Foaltlve 


Neftative 


Noa 


I Dominants of rural 
life 


Persons 
who men-^ 
tloned 
this 
feature 


Indloa- 
tions 
to this 
feature 


Persons 
who ln«* 
dloated 
this 
feature 


Indloa- 
tlons 
to this 
feature 


1« 


Natural landsoape 


36,4 


25*8 


2.5 


2.1 


2« 


Measured paoe of life 


16*0 


11.3 






3. 


Paoe-to-faoe oontaots^ 
ibsenoe of anonymity* 
rigid aoolal oontrol 


8*1 


5.8 


0.9 


0.8 


4* 


Speolflolty of c«grioul«i 
tural work; work on 
8oll» with animals etc* 


6*6 


4*6 


. 1*2 


1.0 


5* 


Limited ties with the 
outside 






0.8 


0.7 


6* 


Limited set of jobs 






1.3 


1.1 




Total 


67.1 


47.5 


6.7 


5.7 



The oomparison between positive and negative ratings of 
dominant rural features shows that the peroeatage of rural 
dwelle,]^ who reported dominants of rural life attractive 
was ten times as high as of those who reported their nega-« 
tlve attitude toward them* Among them, thoae who appreblated 
8 uoh dominants as natural landsoape and nearness to nature 
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were Ho 6 tiweo aa many than those who rated this feature 
negatively preferring peibaps "the lights of the great 
city". 

Pural inhabitants positively rating face-to-face charac- 
ter of contacts, lack of anonymity, rigid social control 
were 9 times those who rated these conditions negatively 
interpreting them as much scandal, "life in the public eye" 
et. There existed a large disparity (5*5 times) between 
rural inhabitants* who highly valued the work on soil, with 
animals and felt pride in being "com-growers", "bread- 
winners" and those who saw the farm woik as "eternal dirt, 
manure" etc# 

Such dominant feature rf rurality as measured pace of 
life seems to have absolute value for rural dwellers since 
not a sincle respondent reported negative attitude toward 
it, whereas 16 percent named this feature as attractive* 

All rural people were negatively oriented to sucli domi- 
nants of rural life as limited connections with the outside 
world and limited set of jobs. But their percentage was 
veiy small - 0.8 and 1.3 percent of all ytho answered this 
question. 

In sum, we can note that although the set of non-attrac- 
tive rural dominants was somewhat, larger than, that of attrac 
tive, the percentage of their advocates was fairly high to 
attest to a stronger attraction of rural do min a n t features 
for rural people. 

Quite a different relationship of evaluations was ob- 
tained with regard to transient rural features (a?able 4). 
Negative attitudes were obviously prevailing. On the whole, 
the percentage of people who were opposed to transient rural 
features were about 4 times those who took them favourably. 
There was only one exception, i.e. private households, where 
X>ositive evaluations prevailed (about 2.7 times). In effect, 
it was the only attribute causing favourable reaction (con- 
siderably exceeding negative attitudes). As to two other, 
transient features- type of building, village appearance 
and pay level - the percentage of people who reported 
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a?able 4 

Rural people 'e attitude toward 
transient rural conditions (%) 



lIo» 


Transient rural 


Positive 


NcKative 




conditions 


Percentage 
of people 
who named 
thio con- 


percent- 
age of 
this 
condi- 
tion to 
all re- 
ported 
condi- 
tions 


percent- 
age of 1 
people 
who na- 
med this 
condi- 
tion 


Percent- 
age of 
this Con- 
di on to 
all 1*0- 
ported con- 
ditions 


1. 


private house- 
hold 


17.6 


12.5 


6.6 


5.5 


2. 


Building, vil- 
lage appearance 


0.3 


0.3 


6.3 


5.3 


3. 


Non-fixed work- 
ing houre, low- 
skilled heavy 
work 






13.8 


11.7 


4* 


pay level 


0.1 


0.1 


1.6 


1.3 


5. 


Children "s edu- 
cational faci- 
lities 






1.5 


1.3 


6* 


public utilities 






13.1 


11.0 


7# 


Level of cultural 
services 






12.1 


io.3 


6« 


Level of distri- 
bution of induet- 
rlsl and manufac- 
tured goods 






8.9 


7-5 


9. 


State of roads,..' 
transport services 






4.7 


4.0 


•50. 


Quality of medical 
services 






.2.8 


2.3 




a?otal 


18.0. 


^ 12.9 


, 71.4 


60.2 



If 



favourable attitude was negligible (0#3 isuad 0»1 percent). 

Therefore, tronBient features of rural life caused mostly 
negative attitudes seen in the percentage of rural people 
who reported them and in the veiy set of these features. 

4. Rural People's Attitudes Toward 
Urbao Conditions 

The comparison between positive and negative evaluations 
of dominant urban conditions gave quite a different picture 
than in case of rural dominant conditions* Here prevailing 
waa negative attitude: the percentage of xureX people nega- 
tively oriented to urban dominant features was 2.5 times 
those who were attracted by them (Table 5) • 

Table 5 

Rural people's attitude towaxti 
urban dominant featuz^ 



Ko, 


'transient urban 


positive 


Ke native 




conditions 


Percentage 
of people 
who named 
this con- 
dition 


Percent- 
age of 
this con- 
dition to 
all named 

CCQditiCQS 


Percen- 
tage of 
persona 
^0 na- 
med thia 
condition 


Percen- 
tage of 
thia 
condi- 
tion to 
all 
named 
condi- 
tions 


r. 


Quick pace of life 




0.9 






2. 


Size and density ' 
of population 
{ 0 ve rc IX) wding ) 




• 2.4 


34.0 


29«2 


3. 


Concentration of 
cultural facili- 
ties 


7.0 








4. 


presence and di- 
versity of voca- 
tional education- 
al facilities 


1.1 


0.8 






5. 


Job diversity 


1.2 


0.9 






6. 


Anonymity and 'se- 
cluded character 
of contacts 






1.1 


0.9 




Total 




10.0 


-35.1 


31.1 
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Despite the quantitative preponderance of negative 
ratings, however, their structural poverty is obvioua: in 
effect, negative ratings were obtained only by one dominant 
of urban life, i«e« congestion* At the same time positively 
evaluated were, though in small percentages, nearly all 
dominant urban conditiona. Among them the highest percentage 
had such characteristic as concentration of cultural acti- 
vities. The remaining favourably evaluated urban dominants . 
were distributed more or less uniformly. It should be noted 
that the percentages of positively rated urban features 
were extremely email as compared to the percentage of nearly 
the only one negatively evaluatocJ urban dominant, i.e. over- 
crowding. Their relationship is as follows: quick pace of 
life - 1:32; overciX)wding - 1 :12; concentration Of cultural 
facilities - 1:6; availability and diversity of vocational ■ 
training facilities - 1:37; wide choice of jobs - 1:32. 

The reaction of rural people to transient urban features 
was characterized by consideriable'^preponderance of positive 
ratings: they were 2.3 times as many as negative (Table 6). ' 

The highest percentage among positively rated transient 
.urban features was obtained by such as highly-skilled and 
less heavy work; fixed working hours; diversity of recrea- 
tional services* wide possibilities for leisure activities* 
modem home conveniences. Thus, character pf ^work and work- 
ing hours in city were rated by.,ri^ral people only positively, 
the number of positive ratings of conditions for leisure . 
time activities was 27.5 times the i^h^r of negative ra- 
tings, pf public services 8.6 timesv S^k-A- wilaiionship 
shows that just these transient urbatv f^^-dfeures cause the 
greatest gap between positive and negative evaluations. 
" ' The main bulk of negative ratings (almost 50 percent) 
was concentrated on conditions connected with the distri- 
bution of manufactured goods 7and, especially, food-atuffs. 
They were 1.3 times as many as positive evaluations of 
these Conditions* The presence of private household was 
evaluated by rural people as highly beneficial, and its "'^ 
abs;€nce .in city which entails the necessity to purchase ^ 



Table 6 

Rural people's attitude toward 
transient urban conditions 



No, 


TrEmsient ur- 
ban conditions 


Percentage 
of persons 
who named 
this con- 
dition 


Percentage 
of this 
condition 
to all 
named con- 
ditions ■ 


Percentage 
of persona 
who named 
this con- 
dition 


Percen- 
tage of 
this cor 
dition t 
all name 
conditio 


1. 


Degree of mo- 
dernity, air 
pollution > 
congestion 


4.1 


2.9 


9.9 


8.5 


2. 


Diversity of 
recreaticJiaX 
sarviceo; op- 
portunities 
for leisure 
activities 


22.0 


15.5 


0.8 


0.6 


3. 


High-skilled 
labour, fixed 
worldng hours , 
stable pay 


30.8 


21.8 






4. 


Having to pur- 
chase manufac- 
tured goods 
and foods in 
shops; absence 
of private 
plot 


17.3 


12.3 


22.2 


. 19.1 


5. 


Modem public 
services 


14.6 


10.3 


1.7 


1.4 


6. 


Children's edu- 
cational op- 
portunities 


2.2 


1.6 






7. 


Developed road 
networks , intra 
city public 
transport aa th 
chief means of 
conveyance 
within city 


e 

31.0 


2.1 


2.9 


2.5 




Total 


94.1 


66.5 


40.9 


35.0 
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food and spend money make them see unfavourably these urban 
conditions. Besides, rural people gave low ratings to the 
quality of purchased food* 

Rather high nvaiber of negative responses were given to 
such transient attribute of urban life as air pollution 
and overcit>wding (9,9 percent). This figure is the more 
essential because it is twice as high as the number of 
positive ratings of the modernity level of urban "life. 

But on the whole, transient urban conditions oaviaed 
rural people feel favourably, 

5» Conclusions 

K 

(Testing the Hypothesis) 

After tabulating totals in Tables 3-6 we are not far 
fz*om the conclusions supporting our hypothesis (Table ?)• 

Table 7 

Rural people's ratings of dominant 
rural and urban conditions 



No. 


Rural and urban conditions 


Percentage of persons eva- 
luatin'g urban and rural 
conditions 






positively 


negatively 


1, 


Dominant rural conditions 


67»1 


6.7 


2. 


Transient rural conditions 


18.0 


71.4 


3. 


Dominant urban conditions 


14.0 


35.1 


4. 


Transient urban conditions 


94.1 


40.9 



The relationship of the data in the first U.ne of the 



Table shows tenfold preponderance of positive attitudes of 
rural people toward dominant rural conditions, whex«as the 
^relationship in the second line of the Table (1:4) attests 
to a highly critical attitude of rural people toward tran- 
sient rural conditions. A quite reverse picture is the 
relationship of data in the third and fourth lines: the 
relationship of the third line (1:2.5) obviously is not 

17 



18 



in favour of positive ratings of dominant urban cohditionB, 
and the relationship of the fourth line (2#3:1) tells us 
that the overwhelming majority of niral people appraised 
the urban advantages of transient nature at their true 
worth. 

The results of the comparison of table data by columns 
can also serve as evidence in support of our hypothesis* 
It turned out that the pearcentage of rural people who posi- 
tively rated dominant rural conditions was nearly 5 times 
that for .whom more attractive were dominant urban conditions* 
The number of rural people, however, rating negatively the 
rural dominant features was- only one-fifth the number of 
rural people who criticized urban dominants* As ^Tar as 
rural people's attitudes toward transient features are 
concerned, observed was the preponderance of positive 
ratings of these conditions in city and negative in the 
countryside* This relationship was presented as 5*2 : 1 and 
1*7 : 1, respectively* 

The results of the analysis enabled us to arrive at 
the i^ollowing conclusions: 

1* The conditions inherent to rural life and defined 
by us as dominant rural conditions have favourable resj>onse 
from most rural people 

2. Urban life was ui* tractive for rural people by those 
attributes v^ch represent mostly changeable conditions 
and characterize the consequences of quicker rates of 
urbanization In city against country rather than the es- 
sence of urban life style* These are those attributes of 
urban life which we have called transient* 

Thus, we can assert that for rural people rural life 
is of independent -vBlue and the attractiveness of transient 
urban features shows rather their need that modem conve- 
niences be "transferred" into the countryside also* 
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